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Preface 


This volume of the senes Advances in Risk Analysis consists of papers presented at 
the 1988 Annual Meeting of the Society for Risk Analysis, which was held October 30 
through November 2 at the Mayflower Hotel in Washington, DC- The papers span the 
gamut of the increasing number of risk assessment topics addressed by the Society since it 
held its first annual meedng in June 1981, also in Washington DC. Organized to promote 
interdisciplinary analyses, the Society approaches risks from three broad perspectives: (1) 
the impact of various risks on the health of the world's populations and on the environment'. 
(21 the social and political implications of specific risks, and (3) the management and 
reduction of risks through the development of a risk analysis methodology and 
corresponding data bases. 

The papers included in this volume typify these three approaches and illustrate their 
interdependence. For example, both cancer and noncancer health risks are examined for a 
variety of situations that exist within society. The public’s perception of risks and the 
correlation between that perception and the acceptance or nonacceptance of certain risks is 
also addressed. In addition, the progress to date on predicting and quantifying specific risks, 
including the risks associated with the construction and use of large engineered systems, is 
reported. Included among the papers are several dealing with recent current issues, such as 
the impact of California’s Proposition 65, hazardous waste disposal, and chemical 
accidents. 

As is usually the case in a compilation of this size, the cooperation of a number of 
individuals and organizanons has made the publication of this volume possible. Particular 
thanks for paper reviews are extended to Kathleen Knox of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, to Lee Abramson of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, and to Rob Coppock of 
the National Academy of Sciences, Appreciation is also expressed for the support received 
from the Division of Drug Research and Testing, Center of Drug Evaluation and Research 
of the U.S Food and Drug Administration, both during the planning of the 1988 SRA 
meedng and during the edidng of the papers submitted for these proceedings 

Finally, gradtude is expressed to Katie Ingersoli of Tec-Corn, Inc., for iier diligence 
and patience in producing the camera-ready pages of this book for the publisher. 

Constantine Zervos 
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